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TO'THE RIGHT 


HONORABLE, AND 


VERTVOVS LADY THE. 
Lady MarGaRtrtCountiſſeofCum- 
berland;lames BALMEO R D( an 98>, | 
profitable ſernant of Teſus Chritt ) 
wiſhetb all true honor in this life, 
«14 eternall glorie in the 
life to come: 


da Will honorthem, who 1.Sar.:.36 
#2 honor me, ſaith the Lord 
d 9g) of Lords : bat in no one 
JA thing is that Lord more 
honored, thanin 4 religious ſanttifying = 
of the Lords day, which i an holy Signe Exod. 31.1 
| betweene the Lord and vs, that he 
doth [anttifie vs to behis people,and that 
we ſanttifie hin to be dur God. Of which 
day it is thus written, It thou turne a- 
way thy foote from the Sabbath,fr6 x4. 
A 3 doing 


I/a. 4.58. 13:”. 


doing thy will-on mine holy day, 
and call the Sabbath a delight to 
coſecrate itas glorious to the Lord, 
and ſhalt honour him, not doing 
thincowne wales, nor ſe cking thine 
own wil,nor ſpeaking a vainc word, 
Then ſhalt thou de light i inthe Lord, 
and I will cauſe theeto mount vpon 
the high places of the carth,and feed 
thee with the heritage of Jacob thy 
father : For the mouth of the Lord 
hath ſpoken it. /n which words we may 
ob{eruc, 1. How highly the Lord eftee- 
weth his Sabbath. 2.How relig:onfly the 
people of God are to ſanttifie the ſame. 
3. T hat they, who make no conſcience of 


ſachſ, ſartelifying the Sabbath, can neuer 


aelignt inthe Lord, what profeſiion ſoe- 
wer they make: and 4, That religious 
ſanttifying the Sabbath, as it ts a princi- 
pallpart of Godlinefſle, ſoit hath aſþeci- | 
all promiſe of ſpecial bleſings, euen in 
i life. With theſe, and many other 


moſt gracions words, would God per- 
ſwade 
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3 
ſwade man to bee holy. But man hath 
ſought out many inuentions, and 4- 
nionz(t thereft, this conceipt; Thatthe 

Lords day is-not the ordinance of 

God. Yponwhich ground many make 

no more conſcience of ſanciifying the 
Lords day, than of keeping holie dates 

({o calied) ordained only by humane au- 

thoritte , and ſome, by writing, not yet 
publiſhed, haue opcneda gappe to much 
licentis wſneſſe Tl rope which gappe 
(as I may) 1 hane endenonred 10 prout ; 

That the Lo-as aay is an ordinance of 

God, WWrwich Poſition, with two other, 
concerning the Church of Rome, and 
Exe:ution of Prieſts (written vpon ruſt 
occaſions, and by perſwaſion, the former 
of your Honor, the othcr of that right 
Chriſlian Nobl:-man, of moſt honora- 
ble memorie, Henry late Earleef Hun. 
tington) 1 hone publiſhed onder your 
Right Honorable name ; As knowing 
your well infermed zeale for the Lords 
day, end againit the Synagague of Rome 
8 FN fe 


4 
els ſ«ch,that England were the happi. 
eſt nation wn the world if all noble per- 
Jonages were indued with the like . And 
( withall) hoping ,that by theſe, and other 

more Dinine T reatiſes, the ſame ſhall 
be yet more and more inflamed, to 
the zlorie of God, and com. 
fort of your owne 
Saule, 


Tur Finsr PosrttioON. 


THE LORDS DAY, 
commonly called $ onday, 


is an ordinance of 
GOD. 


BAFERIANNE this bee true, that man is 

A notto pollute * what God *4#1015 
#41 hath ſanRified; and If Sa- 
FAY turday (lo called) were ſan- 
= QGifhed by God, I appeale 
ro the conſciences of Gods people for 
wdgement, whether Man can make S4- 
terday common, without warrant from 
God himſclfe. If not ; then Satzrdey is 
made common, either in regard of ſome 
Ceremonie,or by God himſelfe,for ſome 
other ſpeciall cauſe: As hee permitted a 

man ynclcane, > or ip along iourney, to » x umb g, 

make common the Pafſconer (vhich o- ow 

therwiſe wasto be kept) in the firſt mo- 
A4 nerh, 
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neth, Thatthere was no Ceremony in the 
Temes Sabbath to bee abrogated by the 
comming of Chriſt, I haue proucd in 
another Diſcourſe, which with ſundrie 
points concerning the Sabparh,l am deft- 
rous to publiſh hereafter, if God will, In 
the meane while, I deſire the Reader to 
conlider theſe bricefe naics. 1. Thar the 
Sabbath was made © for man, yea fo,thar 
great care 15 had of ſeruante their reſt: 
which is no ceremoniall 1eſpect. 2. Thar 
the Learned do to diſagree about the ſup= 
poled Ceremony,that one »fhrmerh Ref?, 
and denietn The ſewemth day; another at- 
frmeth the feucnth dey, and denieth Reff 
to bethe C:remony. 3. That the fourth 
Commance:nent (winch by col:quence 
pave confhrination to Saturday britoie 
Chriſt his death, as now to Sordey) and 
euery word thereof, was 4 rwiſe written 
by thefinger of God in tables of fone: 


e 19,11.& To ſhew, © Thar the Decalogue, as it 


20,1. 


was preached tothe Church immediately 


Put-4312, by God himſelfe, (before it was written 


I3.14, 
Gen.17,9, 
At ,22,2J, 


by God, and dclinered to <Hofes on the 
Afount ) ſoit is eternall as God himiſelte ; 
As the Goſpell preachc ' by Chritt him- 
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ſclfe, who was God as well as Man, is e- 


ceremoniall Law, brought from God ro 
rhe Church by Abraham 2nd Moſes, was 
temporall. 4.That none of che othernine 
Commandements (except the ſecond by 
Papilts) is ſaid to be in any part ceremo- 


_ niall. 5. That Satzrday ot ic ſelfe withour 


rkc conlideration of ReFf, or the number 
Sexen,{(both which arc alſo hable ro Sow- 
day ) cannot fignifte any thing to come. 
6. That ic was fan&tified f in Paradiſe 
(chough not cxpreſicly named) and ther- 
fore not inflitured art the hirit, ro fignifie 
Chriſt ro come, and theit fore no more a 
Ceremonie,to be abrogated by the com- 
ming” of Chrift, than Marriage which 
Z wasalſo nflicuece) in Paraciſe, and is ft 
guratiuely applied ro homie \ the ſpiri- 
tall coniunction beewcene Chnft and 
his Church, 

Bur ject it be ſuppoſed, that Satwrday 
was cerewoniall. What orhcr thing is 
thereuponto be inferred, but, thatthere- 
fore it ceaſerhto be Gods Hely dey ? Bur 
can we imagine,that God would rake no 


order, that another day ſhould be eita- 
bliſhed 


Gal.3.19. 
ternall. Whereas Circumcilion, and the Heb.12.27, 


28, © 31. | 
Oc. 82. 


$ Ger2.l, 
24. 

h Epne/.5. 
25. Oe 
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bliſhed for his owne worſhip? Did hee 

ſanAifie a Sabbath in the time of inno- 

cency,and when there were none to keep 

it bur Adzmand Exe ? And would he not 

| Mat.19, appointa Sabbathin the time i of Kege- 

zeration, & when his people were k mul- 

i Pſel.110. tiphed, his Soxne 1 King in Son, and the 

1,2,z, powerofhisrod ſuch, that (as it was pro- 

_ ' phecied) Hs people ſhould come willingly at 

the time of aſſembling bis army in holy beau- 

tie ? Did he himſclfe, not only inſtitate a 

Seventh day in Paradiſe to our fiſt Pa- 

= Zxed. 20, rents, but cofirmed it alſo m ro the [ewes ? 

1,8. And will he leaue Chriitians (" Achoſen 

" 1.Pet.2,9. generation, and Koyall Prieit-hood ) with- 

out 2 Sabbath ſanCtified by his Diuine 

*xxd. 31, authoritic;zconſidering the Sabbath » isa 

13-17: nethat wee may know that hce isthe 

Lord,who doth fanctifie vs to be his peo- 

ech.q6, ple 2 And to what other end, than P to 

_ _ worthip him our Sanctifier? Laftly,w 'hen 

the Paſſcoxer was not kept inthe firftmo- 

neth, becauſe of vncleannefle, or a Jong 

journey, d1d God ſufter ir eitherto be ce 

mitted,or tranſl2ted,asir ſeemed good ro 

4 Num, 19, Þe Iſraelites, ? Nay, he himſelfe 4 nomi- 

20,1z,  Natcd the fourteenth day of the ſecond 

moneth, 
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moneth to be kept for the Paſſeower in 
thoſe caſes. Was God o zealous for the 
Paſſeoner,a ceremoniall Sabbath, & there- 
fore tempoerall? And would hee negleRt 
The ſeuenth day, a.morall Sabbath, and 
therefore eternall? Sich in the fourth pre- 
cept hecommandeth A ſexenth day to be 
holy for eucr. For as hee commaundeth 
Worſhip vpon the Sabbath, preſcribing - 
neither /ewi/,nor Chriftian; lo he com- 
mandeth 4 ſeuentb day to be the Sabbath, 
preſcribing neither Satwrday, nor Sonday. 
So that the fourth Commandetment and 
cuery word thereof (without any alterati- 
on) doth belong to Chriſhans, as well as 
to Iewes, If fo,then I conclude,thae(whe- 
ther Satardoy were made common, be- 
cauſe of a ceremony,or for ſome other re- 
ſpect) ſome other day in place thereof 
was ſanRified to holy worſhip, by divine 
authoritie. 

If ir be obieRed, that whereas by God 
himſelfe, the inſtitution of the /ewes their 
Sabbath, was commanded vnto eAdarr, 
and the cofirmation therof promulgated 
tothe [ſraclites, with the reli of the De- 
calogue: It is ſirange,that it ſhould ceaſe 
* (nor 
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(nor of it ſelfe, as being ceremoniall,but) 
for ſome other ſpecial cauſe;and another 
day appointed in the place thereof and 
that by God, and yerit [s nor knowne, 
whetherimmedinely, or by whom, God 
made this alteration; 1 an{were; ther as 
God, atrhe lalt day, will indge the world 
r 47.17.31 © by the man w hom he hath appointed ; 
RON jointhe mcanetune he doth goucrne the 
3. ©** Church by his Soxne, whom hce hath 
Job.5.22. 
Ccl.z.1, > Placed King in Sox, So that whatſoeuer 
2-20, the Somne dork! 'santhenticall, and of Di- 
vine authoritie. Not only becauſe hee is 


' 995+ God * bleſſed for ever, but alfo in that | 


1.7 18.6. 


14.15.16. he is that great Propher u hike vato /fo- 


u Deut,1$, ſes, whom we are to heare ; For he doth | 


18. 19. nothing of himſelte * but as his Father | 
Alt. 3.20. caught hi m. Bur that Chriſt the Sonne of | 
* 10b.; 2, he uing God ſanitied that other Sab- | 


33-O $.28, bath day, I thus proue. 
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If the Sorne bee as fithfallin all his | 
owne houſe, in things concerning the | 
x Heb.z.2. worſhip of God, x as Moſes the ſer- | 


5. 6. uant ; If Chriſt bee the CMeſſias, Y who 
Y Ioh.4.19, 
29. 30. 6, 

0 03-** ſcribed euery thing belongin ro the 


——_ Tabernacle = euen tO 2 paire 0 ſnufters; 


9-38, If | 


ſhould teach vs all things: If ofes pre- | 
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If the- things belonging to the houſe of 


God, befewinc6pariſon of thoſe which 
belonges] to the Tabernacle of CAMoſes, 
becauſe the houre is come, when # wee 
muſt. worſhip the Father in Spirit and 
Truth, that is, ſpiritually, ® without the ,, - , 
intolerable © yoke of carnall 4 rites; Ita © Ai.15.10 
Sabbath be as neceſlarie vnto the edifica- Gal.s. 3. 
tion of Chrift his houſe, as a paire of ſnuf- 4 Heb. 9.1. 
fers to the ſeruicc of c Moſes his Taberna- ** 

cle: then(withour doubt) Saturday being 

made common, Chriſt appointed-ſome 

other dayro be a Sabbath vnto his peo- 


2 10h.4. 23. 


| ple, as the Leuicicall Prieit-hood being 


ceaſed, © he ſanGtified another Miniſtery * Hebr7, 

vader the Gefpell, 11.12. 
Againe, whcreas Chriſt came * nor to EY 

breake,bur to fulfillthe Law,and the Law «1ggy.q,15; 


doth command oneday of ſcuen to be a 


| Sabbath, asis ſaid ; Therefore Chriſt did 


Il his | 
the | 
ſer- 
who 
pre- 
> the 
fters; | 


It * 


cither cofirme Sarardsy,or ſanific ſome 
other day of the wecke : but that he con- 
firmed Saturday none will affirme, there- 
fore, he ſanRified ſome other day of che 
weeke: Which to be Sonday, I thus prouc. 
We ice that Sonday is generally kepc 
holy in all the Churches of Chriſt ; __ 
nere 


T2 


there is nothing tothe contrarie, bur that 

it hath been ſanRified In,and fince the A- 

C- , Poſtles time. If then God, by Chrift, hath 
ſanRified a Sabbath vnto Chriſtians, it 

mult neceſlarily follow, that either the 

Church hath neuer regarded, but negle- 

cted the ordinance of G OD, for many 

hundred yeeres; or elſe, that Sonday was 
ſanified by ChyiFt. But the former is not 

eaſily ro bee admitted, conſidering the 
: 1,Tim.3, Church 8 is the Pellar of truth, therefore 


I5. the later more willingly to bereceaued, 
» Toh.5, 19» Againe, if the Sonne Þ doth whatſoe- 
20. uer the Father doth;and if the Father hath 


committed all wdgement to the Some, 
 Trxe.2z,23 i that all men ſhould honor the Sonne, as 
they honor the Father; then,as the Father 

k Gen.2,2,3 ſanQtified A ſenenth day ; k as on which he 
! Rom.1,1g. finiſhed his works of Creation, and | was 
20. declared mightily to be the living God, 
= Exed. 31» ® to his owne honor,(and therfore ® did 
12.17. Call it mine holy day) For it was nota ſha- 
- 1b553- dow of Santtification (as ſome dreaming 
of a ceremony, do imagine) but A Srgne 

to Gods people of their Santtifier, that is, 

A toke, or memorial that they may know 

that the Creator is the Lord, who doth 

fanRifie 


I3 

ſanRifie them to bee his people : So the 
Sonne ſanCtified that day, ® whereon he ®1.(or. 15, 
conſummated, and ſcaled his workes of 16,1757 - 
Redemption, and was declared mightilie, Rom, Þ,34. 
P tobe the Sonre of God, to his owne ho- , ba 
nor. Which was Sonday,called for that re= 
ſpe, 4 The Lords day, as ſhall bee de- 1 Revebty 
clared hereafter. For * ypon that day ef 6 
r Chriſt roſe againe for our Inftification, ,, 15. 3s 
and manifeſted himſclfe to be \ the ſpiri- Matth.28, 
tuall King of his Church, by miraculous 15,6 _ 
giuing the power of the Holy Ghoſt vnto fg ws 1 5 
his Apofiles. So that, Sexday is a {igne, or 7.8 nts 
memoriall ynto Chreft:ans, that they may * ' 
know, that the Redeemer is the Lord,who 
doth ſanctific them, 

If it bee demaunded why Chriſtians 
ſhould ſo honor the Soune,that they neg» 
le&tthe Father ; and ſo celebrate the me» 
moriall ofthe Redeemer,chat they negle&R 
the memoriall of the Creator? Secing it is 
writtcn, © The houre is come,when the true 


worſhippers ſhall m___ Father in Spirit * Iob.4,23. 


| and Truth; & by the light of nature ® God « A& 4,5, 


is glorified, as hee is Creator; I anſwere: & 17433224 
Thar it is not ſo;for A ſextthday, (though 
not Sararday ) is till fanctified. Which co 

be 
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bedicient to celebrate the Creator, the 
fourth Commandement preſcri nei- 
therthis,nor that ſeucnth day,bur one of 
leuen, doth etidcily proue.So that wher- 
as Sonday is The Lords dey, and withall A 
ſenentb day, we mav obleruc, that Chritti- 
ans * glorifie the Father in the Sonne,and 
celebrate the Creator with rhe Redeemer. 
By whom a New creation (thovgh ſpiri- 
27.65.17. wall) was performed * according to the 
£7 66,121.22 prophecy of 1ſaran. 

Laſily; Ific may appcare by the word, 
that Serdey was contirmed by rhe Apo- 
files practiſe, and preceptiue” Execution, 
then Sonday bath authoritic,not from the 
Church, but from ChriR. Bur it appeareth 
by the word, that Serday was fo confir- 
med; therfore it hath authority not from 
the Church but from Chris?. 

That the ſequele of the Maior may 
better appeere,] will manifeſt the Minor, 
by theſe three places of holy writ : viz. 
eAc.20,6,7.and 1.Cor.16,2. and Reel. 
x, 10. For, in the firſt place three things 
areto beobſcrucd. 1. That Parlabode at 
T7oas feven daies. 2. Thatir is not faid; 
The Diſciples were called of purpoſeto 

his 


7 lob. 4.13. 
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ry 
his preaching, but oy come together to 
breake bread,that is,to be parrakers of the 
Lords Supper. And 3. That, ready te de- 


part on the morow, he cotinued his prea- 


| ching, till midnight;Then it will appeare, 


that Sonday (there called The firit day of 

the Wecke, in reſpect of the /owes their ac- 
count,to whom Saturday was the ſeucth, 
that is, the laſt day of the weeke )was ſan- 
ified to holy meetings, and exerciſes. 


And that Pas! waited (as at Philipps Y for r 18, 8, 
the Sabbath of the /eWes, ſo) at Troas for 12.13. 


the Chriſtians their Lords day. Which he 
would notkzuc done; being an Apoſile, 
and having ſuch haſt of departure, if Sow- 


| &ay had not been ſantified, by greater 


authority than the ordinary authority of 


the Elders and Brethren. 


If it be obieed,that(according tothe 


originall) the words bee One of the Sab- 


bather,in the two former places,and ther- 
fore it is yncertaine, whether Sonday bee 
meant ia thoſeplaces, rather than Sarwr- 
day, I anſwere ; That, by whe ſame reaſon, 
it 1s vneertaine whether our bleſſed Sani- 
oxr did ariſe againe the third da 
cording to the Scriptures : For al the E- 
wergeliits 


© AC- 81.Coriig.4; 
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* Mat. 22.1 yangpeliftes * vic the ſame words, wheti ; 
fark 16.2 2. they report, That Cary e Magdalen | 
i 


| any; went to ſeeke Chrift, when he was HR 
_ Bur more fully to confure this Arg | 
.ment,three things are t@benored.1 Thin 
in the oripgm?!l the numeral] (Ore) is "þyt 
tor the ordinall (Firs, }For /Marke havir 
ſaid in thelecond verſe of his x 6.chapter, 
One ef the Sabbethbes, ſpeaking of Mary 
Magdalen her lecking of Chriſt, chaun- 
oeth the words in the g. verſe, and faith ; 
T he Fir$t day ; ſhewing that Chtif adi | 
ten. And that Sabbathesis pur for Weekes. | 
As in Leait.25.8.1it is Written ; Thoxſhalt | 
wunber 7, Sabbathes (thar is weekes) of | 
yeeres. Secondly it is to be obſerued, Thar 
| | in boch places only Chriſtians are ſaid to | 
| haue theſe meetings: For they,who came | 
| rogether,are called Dsſciples & Churches, | 
| | and are-ſ21d To breake bread thatis,To re-| 
br org, ceiverthe Common Þ which non? bur! 
l 16.17.18; Chrifttans may do. And therefore in both 
places the Spirit of God,in two ſundry wri- 
j ters Luke and Miwl vſeth theſe words; The 
| firtt any of the wecke, rather than, The Sabe 
bath day, more diſtinctly ro expreſſe that 
| FF day, which was ſanftifted by Chrittians. 
|| Whereas 


o EOS. 


S — ” # 
* Pd s o 
84 AS 4 —— 5d rm ww 


whett | 
dalen | 
riſert. | 


\rgits 


Thirt | 


is 'þYt 


avuing 


F | ptcr, , 


Mary 
haun- 
faith 5 


as r- | 
Veekes. | 
1 ſhalt | 


es) of 
},Thor 


£28 IG LIPS 5 '£ 


aid to | 


5 came | 
wrehes, 
.Tore-| 
n2 but 
n boch 
ry Wri-| 
-ds;The 
he Saba 
fle that 


riftianss 
(hereas 


#® 


Whereas at Philips, vhere no Di ciples. 
wereas yet, Pan/is ſaid ©. to go on The © AR.th; 
Sabbath, to the place, where the Je\ves 12.18. 


were wont to pray, afcer he had bin there 


: . ; Mi &g ©.4 3 
certaine daies. For what neede had the 


Chriſtians being none bur chemſclues,to 


negleA the Lords day, forthe. ewes Sab- 


bath ? Thirdly ,note thatit js ſaid ; Emery 
firit day. 1.Cor.16.2. and conſider whes 


ther there be any probability,that the A- 


pofile would haue chem come together 
euery Satwrday. If not,it followeth necel(= 
ſfarily, thar 9 i TAY of the weaky. 


' 


Sowday is vngerſtoo I 


In 1.Cor.1 6.1.2. We are yet fi urther to 
confider,that che Apoſtle ſaith; 4s 7 haye, 
ordained yn the Churches of Galatia, which 
argueth Geyeralty, , 20d Emery firit day, 
which argueth Perpetaity, So rhat by this 
place, boly aſſemblies ypon: ag To ay 
ceme,as generall inchs e times, O.coN- 


firmed for eucr, by a preceptiue- exhorta- 


2X 


tion.For as in this ſpeceh-,4 Ler exery one, q , vim a, 


that calleth'an the AWC of Chrift, 


from iniguttie, a preceprize exhortauon 
rocall on the name of Chrifl, is implied, 
howſocuer only departing from iniquity 

2 be 


depart. rg, 


pj 
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bee expreſſely commaunded, So inthis 
ecch dcliuered by an Apoſtle, Emery firit 
14) of the weeks let enery one of you put aſide, 
is implied a precepriue exhortation, tos 
come together vpon the firſt day of the 
weeke, howſoeuer only putting aſide be 
expreſly commanded. _— 
© Tfir be obieCted, That theſe mectings 
were only co gather for the Saints, Ideny 
it. Forit 1s ſaid, AEF.20.7. That the Diſci- 
ples came together to break bread, which 
importeth other holy exerciſes, Againc, 
If 0 more were ynderſtood than expreſ- 
ſed, then Chriſtians cofirmed in the faith, 
wereleſſe religious vpon their fetled and 
ſandtified holy day, than they were ordi- 
narily, if nor cyery day,at their firſt ente- 
rance into their holy profefſion. For then 
they merte together © not only to breake 
bread, but vnto doCtrinealſo, and pray- 
ers. Laftly,The Apoſtle, who was fo zea- 
tous to ſandtifie the Lords day at Troas, | 
would (no doubt)reptouein this place ſo 
great neglect of The Lords day, if ſuch a 
matter were theri to be ſuppoſed, 
As for Rewel.1.10. if nothing clfe were 
vrged, but the conſideration of the two 


former 


this I9 as 
5rif | formerplaces, it doth ſufficicely appeare,, 
ide, | that by The Lords day is meant The firft 
to | dayof theweeke(now called Sonday)accor- 
the | ding tothe iudgement of all the learned, 
be Againſt which ſtreame to ſtrive, by ma- 
king a doubt without reaſon(at leaſt pro. 
ngs bable)is to bewray a proud conceipt of a 
eny private opinion. But howſocuer this be 
(cl- ſufficienr, yet for the godly their ſake, 1 
ich will ſay ſomewhat more than inough. 
inc, | Iris theiudgement of the learned(and 
reſ- | I ſce nothing to the contraric) That as 


ith, | Paxlpraying inthe Temple * fell into a * 4@, 21.17 
and | traunce ; ſo /ohz ſanctifying the Lords 


rdi= | day,was rauiſhed in ſpirit. If fo, how can 
te- | weimagine, That /ohn baniſhed f inthe fXevel.r.g 
hen | iſle Parmos, hauing no cauſe to coſtraine 
ake | him, noroccalion to induce him, ſhould 


ray- | rather ſanCtifie the Jewes Sabbath, than 
zea- | the Chriſtians holy day?Againe,It we find 
045, | theſctitles;,Qur Lord, or The Lord, (o at- 
eſo | rributed to the Sorne, that he is called 
cha | 8 The Lord of Lords, and by the title Lord * 1.Tim.6., 
| © diftinguiſhed from the Father, and the 14-75- 

vere | Holy Gho#h, fo that in few (if any ) places $ _ TR 
two | ofthe new Teftamttit is applied diſtin» zpbeſ. 4.4. 
mer | ly,by way oftitle,ro any but to the Sonne, 5.6. 

B 3 will 
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will any who ſaith Jeſu & the Lord (ſpea-, 
king by the Sperit of God) make any doube 
that by The Lords day is mcant that day, 
which was eſpecially ſanAified to the ho- 
nor of ChriſAnd will any Ciriftian coa- 
fidering that which is faid, be yer doubt- 
ful, whether that were Sonday, or no?Laſt- 
ly Bezain hisnote ypon 1. Cor. 16.2. rc- 
orteth, That, in one Greeke copy, theſe 
very words, The Lords,be added to Emery 
firit day. Which ſheweth manifeſtly,Thar 
not the /e\ves Sabbath, but The firit day of 
the \veeke was called The Lords day. 
If then in 3. places of holy Scriptures 
written by 3. holy men inſpired by rhe 
Holy Ghoit (of whom Luke was an Enan- 
gel, Paul and Tohn Apoliles) we finde, 
T he firit day of the Weeke(according to the 
compntation of the /eves) now calied 
Sonday, {anctified to the worſhip of God, 
yea ſo, That Paul waited forit at Treas, 
and doth precepriucly exhort the ſame 
(chough by implication) to be ſanRifed 
eucry weeke amongſt the Corinthians, 2s 
in other places; and ir obtained the name 
of The Lords day, as being, ſpecially ſau- 
Rified to the honor of our Saviour, wee 
may 
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may conclude, That ic appeareth by thE” 
Word, That the Lords day called Sonday, 
was confirmed by the -Apoitles pradfiſe; : 
and preceptiuc exhortation., 

Now the. Minor, or aflumption of che 
former ſyllogilime is manifetted, I am to 
confirme the {cquele of the Maior,or pro» 
poſition. Wherein two thiugs are tobee 
proucd. 1, That The Loras day was not 
eſtabliſhed by the ordinarie authoritie of 
the Church. And 2. That it, was ellabliſhed, 
by the Diuine authoritie of our Saxiour: 
Chryrft. The reaſon of both is; becaule. ic 
was cftabliſhed by the Apoltles, 

The former (though euident by that: 
which is ſaid) will yer furcher ap peare; If 
we grant, That the Prim:tine Church at- 
tribured as much to the Apoſiles, who: 
firſt i planted the ſaine, and(tor the pers, | 1-Cor.z. 6. 
formance of that worke of God ) were 1*: 

k indued with extraordinary gifts, infpi- * 40-1-4. 
red by the Holy Gho#?, & infiructed 1 by 1 & 
Chrit go. daies atter his reſurreCtion; as 

Iſrael did to Moſes their Law-giuer. But 

while < Moſes lived the /ſraelires tooke all ® £49. 24. 
their directions from him$-yeaſfo, That Ds | 
not only.in.difficult caſes =of blaſphemy, _ = 


32.33. & 
wy Propha- 7 27,1,2, 


bu 


*Frod.3t. 
$.6. & 39. 
37-42» & 
3 5-38.40. 


®1.Cor.1 4+ 
36. 37- 
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Prophanirg the Sabbath, and Dawghbterz 
wheritance, not formerly ruled by Moſes," 
they came to him to know the minde of 
the Lord; but alſo inall things about the 
Tabernacle * cuengo a paire of ſnuffers, 
the worke-men,thgugh miraculouſly in- 
ſpired with cunning, were altogether di- 
reed by him, ho had his infiruQtions 
immediately frgſn GOD. Can wethen 
chinke Tha Diſciples came together 
euery fir(t day of the week of themſiclues, 
though by generall conſent, without the 
authoritic of the Apoſtles ſo directing 
them?It they had attempred ſuch a thing, 
how could tkey haue anſwered this que- 
ftion,® Came the word of God out from you? 
A queſtion made by the Apoſtle ina ſup- 
poſition, that the Corinthians miſliking 
Paxls directiss touching filecing tongues 
without interpretation,and women in the 


- Churches,would happily ſay, That they 


were of another opinion. So that it im- 
porteth this reply. But / pray you conſider, 
that the «Apoitles are the firit teachers of 
the Church, bauing receined their inftruits. 
ens cither immediatly fro Chriit bis month, 
er by reac lation, therefore the Church « to 


be 


\ 
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be ardered by them. If then worke-men, 


unning by inſpiration,could not make a 


paire of ſnuffers withour Aoſes his dire- 


ion, nor the Church in Corinth, by ir 
owne authority,permit the manifeſtation 
of the extraordinary gift ef the ſpirit to 
bein their publique aſſemblies withour 
interpretatio,could The Lords day(a mat- 
ter of ſo great regard) bee cfiabliſhed 
without the authoritie of the Apoſtles ? 

Againe, Whereas the Apoſile hauing 

reproued certaine male viages amongſt 
the Corinthians, and taken ſome order 0 
reformatioof y abuſe of Loxe feaſt;,which 
were of good vſeat the firſt, but tending, 
at laſt, tothe prophaning of the Lords 
| Supper, cocludeth thus, Þ Other things wil 
[ ſet in order,when I come:1s it nor evident, * 1+ £97: 11, 
that y Church could do licle, or nothing, *® 
much leſſe eſtabliſh Sorday to bee the 
Lords day, without Apoſtolique autho- 
ritie?Laftly;Tf Tire an Enangetift 4 could , x, , 
not reforme Cret4,nor ordaine E/ders,bur 


as he was appointed by Pax/,] ſeenot bur 


thatall things in the Church were orde- 
redand ordained by the Apoſtles. If by 


| the Apeſiles, then by Chriſt. Whichis the 


ſecond 
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ſecond point inthe Maior now to bepro-fc 


ued. - 
If we receiue the writings of the Apa 


les,as the Word of God; why not their 


conſtitutions accordingly? I meane not 
vnwricten veritics, or rather the very les 
of Antichriſhan Papiſts, but ſuch ordi- 
nances, as are mentioned and commen=- 
ded in the Word. For the Apoſtles were 


*A.1.2.8. r choſen, and faichfull witneſſes of thoſe, 


2255." things, which they haue heard and ſeene; 
fr.Cor.7,25 and (no doubt) as faithgull £ in all the 
1.7im,z- houſcof God, as © Meſes was aboutthe 
14.159 Tabernacle, and in governing /ſrael: Bur 
Moſes did nor direc the wotke-men to 
make any thing, no not a paire of ſnuf. 
fers, but according to the patterne,which 
he ſaw in the mount, and in the ſaid caſes 
 Leuit. 24. of © Blaſphemy, Prophaning the Sabbath, 
13.13. and Daxghters inheritance anſwered not 
v.54 ofhimlelt,bur conſulted with God, Ther- 
+; | forethe Apoſliles did not preſcribe ordi- 
nances,but with ſuch authoricy that Pawl 
* 1.C97. 11- (and ſoall)might ſay, * / home receined of 
oO the Lord (to wit Christ) that which [ baue 
alſo delinered onto you. But what neede 


theſc inferences? Doth not the Apolile 


charge | 
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charge. * Ewery man that thinketh himſe!fe * & 14.37, 


to be 4 Prophet,or ſpirituall, to ackhnorledge 
that the things hee writeth to them, are the 
Commandements of the Lord? If chc things 
which he then writ, yiz. DireCtions abouc 
Prophecy, Speaking with ſtrange tongues, 
and Sulence of women in the Church, were 
the Commandements of the Lord, can 
wethinke himto bea true Propher, and 
ſpirituall indeed, who percciuing The 
Lords day to kane beeneftabliſhed by che 
Apoflles, will notacknowledge itro be a 
Commandement of the.-Lord? 

If it bee demaunded;:when our Lord, 
commanded his Holy day: Tanſwere; The 
fairhfulnes and credit of the holy Apo- 
les,are ſufficient ro perſwade an humble 
Chriſtian to rece1ue it as the Lords ordi- 
nance; thovgh it be not certainly knowne 
when Chriſt did ordainc it, Bur, it s pro- 
bable that he gaue commaridement con- 


cerning the ſame, within thoſe 40. daies 


after his reſurrection. When (as it is writ- 
ten * inexpreſſe words) he gaze, through * At.1.2.3 
the Holy Ghoft, Commandements unto the 
Apo5tes,whom he had choſen, and (bake of 
thoſe things which appertaine to the King- 


Aome 
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dome of God. Now doth it not eſpecially | 
appertaine tothe kingdome of God, thath,, 
Chriſtians ſhould fanthe their Lords I 
? 1.Cor.l. day, wherein Y Chrift crucified, * The 
3+ myiteryofgadlines,and * Sawiour of the 
| 16 * World ſhould be * preached, as well as 
| « 3{4t,r.21, the Iewes/had their Sabbath, on which 
"AR.io. Moſes, A ſchoole maiter ® to Chrift, and 
Os x eA winiter of the Letter © which killech 
a OO was © preached ? 

Cor. 3.6. , R Ee ps 
d4Rn1g.u, Againe, If in thoſe 4o. daics Chriſt 
! »Eph.4.8, ® appointed what Miniſters ſhould teach 
$9.1I. his Charch for euer ; how can it be, bur 

that the alſo he appointed ſome Sabbath, 
| wheron they ſhould ordinarily performe 
f "4 the worke of their minifterie, as hee was 


— - -” 
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| f L:k.4.16, wont f todo himlclfe? Sceing it is pro- 

/ FP/al.11o, phecied,s That y power of his rod fhould 

" v3, be ſuch,that Fs people ſhould come willing- 
ly at the time of aſſembling his army in ho= | g 
hy beauty. Secing his Father (whoſe works | ſe 
* Toh. 5. 19. * he imitaterh) appointed Þ as an high |p 
* Lexif.16. Prieft, ſo atime,when(once ina yeere)he | 
i _ ſhould enter into the XoFF boly place;and | w 
þ i £xed.29. as other Prieſts, * ſo morning and euc- | F 
44.35 ning ſacrifices; and conſidering it is writ= | y 

j k Eccleſ.3.1, ten k To exery purpoſe vnder beaxen there 


iF 


ples ® afſembledtherwo firſt daies of the 
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7 an appointed time, 
Laſtly ; If the Sonne be like his Father 


as inteaching his Apoſtles 40. daies (for 
ſo long 1 was Moſes with the Father vp- 


on the mount)ſo in ſpeaking thoſe things "_ 2d 


hich appertaine to the kingdome of 39. 42. 
od,as his Father caught Moſes al things 
belonging to the furniſhing of the Ta- 
bernacle; and If che Sorne be like his Fa- 
ther in ſanRiſying a day to his owne ho- 
nor,as hath been declared, Why may not 
Chriſtians belecue, that Chriſt ſanRified 
The Lords day within thoſe 40. daies, as * 
the Father ® confirmed The ſeuenth day ® Dexs.g.9 
in thoſe 4o, daies, that Hoſes was with 
him on the mount? Ang the rather, be- 
cauſeit is te be obſerued, Thatthe Diſct- 


two weeks immediatly following Chrift ,, 
his reſurrection ;'and that our Lord, not 
only of purpoſc ſanified both thoſe al- 
ſcmblics with his holy and miraculous 
preſence, but alſo {immediatly before his 
Aſeenjion Jcommanded his Apoſtles ® to , ,q_ , 
wait, a few daies, for the promiſe of the. ,_ 6 
Father ; Which (by his prouidence, in 
whoſe power bce times, and ſeaſons, as 


Chiſ} 
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Chriſt affirmed even inthis caſe ) was ful- 


® ark. 16. filled”P ypon a Saxday ; and at the ſame 


_—e time che Apolltles firſt began the executi- 
| on of their minifiery,and reached Chriſt 
Az. 1. 4, Publiquely : Bur publique preaching 4 is 
I4- aſpeciall worke of the Sabbath day. Ix 
1 Nam.10. may therefore bee gathered, That Chriſt 
7->e appointed his Apoliles ro ſanCtific Sow- 


ans 49 _— hereon he would manifeſt himſelfe 
22.24. * to be Ring of [ſrael, as his Fathes indti- 


AA. 3.14. died A ſenenth day, as 6n which; he was 
42. manifetted to bee GOD of heaueti and 
"e& 1.6.7.8 earch, 

To conclude, If Saturday were tnade 
commorni,not by man, buc by God'him- 
ſeIfe,:and that nat fora Ceremony, but 
for ſhe orher cauſe; If God ſanRtified a 
Sabbith as wellto Chriftians' as to /ewer; 
If every ordinance of Chrift were an ordi- 
nance of God ; If Chrilt were as fajthfull! 
inzll his owne h#vſe, as Moſes aboutthe. 
Tabernacle ; If ChriR came to fulfill the 
fourrh Commandment, which preſcri- 
berth 46ne day of ſetien ; If the Church of 
God bee not eafily to bee condemned as 
negie*ting the ordinance of God in ſan- 


&it fyiog Senday for many hiidred yeeres; 


If 
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If Chriffwere hike his Father in ſanRify- 
ing that day'to his owne honor;whereon 
he was declared to be the Soune of God, 
and King of /ſrael, to wit Sanday; If the 
day be ſo appointed, that the Creator is 
olorified with the Redeemer ; If ic appeare 
by the Word, that the firſt day of the week 
was confirmed by the Apoftles practiſe, 
and precepriveexhortation; If by rhe firſt 
day of the week be meant that day wher- 
on Chriſt dig riſe againe, and chat was 
Souday;lt inthe Word S onday b: called Tbe 
Lords diy tothe honour 'of Chriſt our 
Lord ; If che warrant of Senday confiſterh 
not in the &rdinarie- authoritie ef the 
Church, beczoſe ir was eſtabliſhed bythe 
Apotlles;IFeuery ſpiritual] man beto 5c- 
knowledgethe ordinances, of the Apo- 
files, to bee the ordinancesof the Lord: 
and If the- Apoſtles were informed by 
Chriſt rouching rhe Lords day within 
thofe 40. daics after hisreſiirreRion :1 
may fafely hold this my, Poſition; The 
L oy as day,commenty called Souday ts an or= 

dinance of God, | 


Tas 


Tuz Stcond PositioN., 


THE CHVRCH OF ROME IS 
not the Catholike Church, neither yer 
hath continued an apparant mone- 
ber of the ſame, ener ſince the 

Apoitles time, . 


— Church is ſaid bc Cc 
1 FEOF. tholike, in regard of the v= 

| niuerſality thereof; for this 
SY word Catholike fignifieth 
RrrenttB Yojuerfall. The Vniuerſali- 
tie thereof confiſteth in Times, Perſons 
and Places, For there is no age of the 
world,nonation on the carth,and no ſort 
of people,that.can be exempred from the 
ſame. And-therefore tt is called The ce- 


Heb.12.:2. Jeftial Hieruſalem,and ſaid to bethe con- 


233. 


gregation of the firſt borne, which are 
written in heauen. So that we areto be- 
lecue, That as there hath been euer an 
head (to wit Chrift) fo there hath been 


alſo 


3T 

alſo a body (to wit the Church * ſome 
where,or other, but the Church' of Rome 
is a particular Church,confined within 4 
certaine compaſſe, and hath not been a 
Church bur fnce-Chrifſt his comming in 
the fleſh,therfote it is not the Catholique 
Charch, 

2 The Catholique Church isan obie& 
of taith,according to the Apoſtles Creed, 
and therefore inuifible, howſoever; the 
members thereof (called by Peter, Linely , p,, . 5 
ſtones ) beviſible,as they be men: For faith yeb,11.1; 
5 the enidence of things not ſeene Bur the 
Church'of Rome is vible, therefore not 
the Catholique Church, 

3 Igrant,that 25 one man;ſo one par= 
ticular Church ray be called Cartholike, 
bur it is only in regard of the Catholique 
faith, (as being 0:1c,& the ſame thr$&ugh< 
out the Catholique Church) which that 
one man,or that one Church profeſleth : 
But the Church of Rome profeſleth not 
(indeed ) the Cathohke faith(as ſhal be in 
part ſhewed hereafter) therefore (in no 
ſenſe) ircan be truly called Catholique ; 
Bur ſuppoſe it held the Catholique faith, 


yer were it not,for that cauſe, an obic&t of 
fairh 


Xom.,10. 
s.8. 


Cap.1,.8s 


Tap.16.17» 
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faith according to the Apoſtles Creed, 
more than a particular man, or any other 
particular Church holding the faith. Here 
itis to be vaderfiood, thathowſoever we 
may ſay; This man orthat Church is Ca- 
tholique,yer we may not ſay, and ſpeake 
properly, This is the Catholique man, or 
Thar is the Catholique Church, 
4 Thar y Churchot Rome holdeth nor 
the Catholike faith,neither yet hath done 
tor many yecres,may be demonſtrated in 
ſundry fundamenrall points.Ler it be ſuf- 
ficient to produce thovgh but one, yer 
that moſt tundamental, tith it is called by 
an excellency,The ward of fath,preached 
by all che Apoſiles. And therather that 
One, becaule itis the principall argument 
of that worthy Epiſtie, which Paz/wrote 
ro the Romans,whoſc taith was then pub- 
liſhed throughout the whole world. So 
thar,if the Church of Rome ſwarue from 
this truth, it is manifeſt that it is the of- 
ſpring, not of the xrue members of the 
Primiiuc Church of Rome, but of the 


rroublecs of that Church, of whom Pa 

thus writeth : Now / beſeech y ou brethren 

marke thens diligently Which cauſe diniſien 
an 
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and anoid them : For they that are ſuch ſerne 

wot the Lord leſna,but their owns bellies, and 

with faire ſpeech and flattering deceine the 

hearts of the ſimple. Burt what is that moſt 
fundamentall point ? Euen that ſame, 

which Pax, aftera large and learned di- 
ſpuratis, ſerteth downe as his perempta-i 

ry tudgement in theſe words; Therefore OH 
we conclude,that a man is inftified by faith, ***:3 38. 
| Without the Workes of the Law. But the 
Church of Rome, that now is, holdeth, 
and for many yeeres hath held, That a 
man is iuftified both by faith, and works, 
contrary tothe concluſton; therefore the 
Church of Rome is nor Catholique, but 
Antichriſtian. 

5 I ſay Antichriftia, becauſe it may be 
proued-ſuch, by many reaſons, and that 
becauſe iterreth in this point ; bur Tonly 
propound to wiſe and religious confide- 
ration this deduRion : Thar Antichriftian 
Apofſtaſy,or Antichriſt;is called, The My- 


ftery of miquizie, that is,a my ſticall iniqui- a: 


ry,that is,an iniquity which is indeed ini- 
quity, burnor perceiucd, as Chriftis cal- 
led The © Myftery of godlineſſe, that is, a r.Tim.z.a6. 
my ſtical godlineſſe, that is, godlineſle in- 
Cz deed, 


Bal $.4. 
Rom, 7» 
1.C,01.4.1. 


| [” Phil ?.Js 
E/a.64-0. 


Am. I, 16. 
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deed, bur not perceiued. But wherefore is 
Antichrift a-mytiicalt 1njquitie ? Becauſe 
his Righteouſneſle, though glorious in 
ſhew,is iniquity in deed \becauſe he attri- 
bueech lutiiticacion * GSASTY Now this 
is a mylicric co fleſh and blood {which 
would jaine reioyce in ic ſe}fe ) that Righ- 
tcouſnes ſhould be Iniquirie. Even lo is 
the Golpella myfterie,for by it the Righ- 
ccouſnes of God is reveliod whichother- 
wile could not be perceived of fleſh and 
blood. Forisitnota myſticall paradox to 
carnall reaſon, to ſay; God iuſtifierh the 
vgodly>which yet isclecreto him, who, 
vnderſtanding the Scriptures, doth note 
only abhorre his foule in:quitie, butalſo 
diſclaimeth his owne defiled rightcoul- 
nes, and by faith layeth hold on the righ- 
rcoulnesof God, whichis only by Chriſt, 
or Who waited not to his ighteoaſnes 
inherenc, which ta{teth ofthe cas ke, but to 
righceouines imputed, which maketh Vs 
blefled. Theſe things well conſidered; It 
may appeare,that as Chriſt isthe myſtery 
of godlines, not orly becauſe he is-very 
God, though in the ſhape” ofa ſeruanr, 
but alſo becauſe the Word of Chriſt, ow 
tne 
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the Goſpell, teacheth a myſtical rights 
ouſnes; So the Pope is: Antichriſt, noe 
only becauſe he is an aduerſatic in exal- 
ting himfelf abone all chat is called God, 
though he pretend to be the ſeruint of 
ſeruants, but alfo becatiſe his doctrine is 
a mytticall iniquitie. Reere ris co be re- 
membred, that on the forchead of rhe 
Whore of Babylon (to wit Rome) was X#0"17 
written this word, A my#erie; and its al- $9.56, 
ſoro bee vaderitood, that onthe Popcs 
Mitreis the fame word fer with precious 
ſtones. If then for the doRrine of Iuſtifie 
cation and merit by workes, the Church 
of Rome bee Antichriftian,ir followeth, 
thaticis nor Catholique, and therefore 

hath not continued an apparant member 

of the Catholique Church, eucr fince the 

Apoſtles time. | 

6 Thelaterpoint inferred, may he the 

rather admitted, if wee marke well thar 

Paw! ſaith, Fhat the Myſtery of iniquitie 2.Theſſ.2,7 

was working in his time. So thatit is ke- 

ly, that thoſetroublers (of whom motion 

igomade inthe 4. ſcion) onergrew(as 

weeds) the good corneintime,and pre- 

uailed fti]l,vncill char myerie of iniquity 

'© C3 was 
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was reuealed,and conſumed bythe Spirit 
of God in the mouth of Lsther,and other 
the ſcruants of Chriſt Ieſus. 

7 Forthe better manifeſtation of this 
point, let vs {criouſly conſider, that how- 
ſocuer the Church of Rome were now an 
apparant member. of the Catholique 
Church (which indeed is not to bee ima« 

incd) yet lithit is.not the Catholique 
and innifible Church, bur a vifble and 
particular Church,and hath nor any ſpe- 
ciall promiſe, thatit ſhould continye the 
ſame from the firſt conſtitution, how can 
we be aſſured, but that,in ſo many hun- 
dreds of yeeres,there haue been ſome al- 
terations and innovations, as well as in 
the Church of God among the lfraclires, 
to whom pertained the adoption, glory, 
covenants, giuing of the Law, ſeruice of 
God,and the promiles?And yerit is writ- 


2.Cb10.15.3 ten ofthe Church:Now for a long ſeaſon, 


Iſrael hath been without the. erue God, 
and without Prielt to teach, and withour 
Law, 


8 As forthat promiſe of Chriſt, Thou 


Mat. 16.18, art Peter, and vpon this rocke Iwill build 


my Church, and the gatcs of hell ſhal nor 
Be 7.9 Wh OuUer- 
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ouercome it,it appertaineth to the Catho- 


lique Church, as builded vpon Chrift the x,-0,.15. 


only foundation of his Church; and not 
to the Church of Rome, more than to the 
Churches of Afia,which are ouercome,or 
any other particular Church which may 
be ouercome; & yeethat promile remai- 
neth inuiolable,as the couenanr whereof 
the Raine-bow is afigne, is inuiolable, 
notwithſtanding ſundric particular coun- 


tries be ouerflowen, 


9 Indeed Augnitine did onee take that 
Rocke to bee Peter the'Apoſile, 3nd his 
ſucceflors the Biſhops of Rome; bur hee 
after altered that his opinion, and vnder- 
ſtood Rocke to-fignifie Chrift, by. Peter 
confeſſed : For that Chriſt did not fay to 
Peter, 1 will build me vpon thee, Bur his 
words were ( ſo eAnpguitine' conceived 


them) asif hee had ſaid, I wilt bmild chee 


Gen.g.13.' 


vpon me,andnot me ypon thee His mea- col.r.24. 


ningis:Itis abſurd, that the Church which 


is Chriſts bodice {and is therefore called 1.Cor.12. 12, 


Chriſt; becauſe it cannot confiſt without 


thehead therof which is Chriſt himſelfe) 
ſhould bebuilded vpon Peter, whois byr 


a member of the body. Ir isthet 


fore con- 
uenient, 


r1.Pet.2.6. 
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venient, that Peter being but a member, 
ſhould be builded vpon the body, confi- 
dered together with the head, 

10 Surely Azpgus5Frne had reaſon to fly 
to the true Rocke of ſaluation, For how- 
ſocuer rhe ſucceſſhon of the Biſhops of 
Rome tul his time, was an cxcellenrrefit- 
mony to the truth, becaviethey ſucceſ- 
fiucly maintained the tathtouchivg the 
fundamengall points therof;yet he might 


well confider that Perſonall ſucceſſion, 


without ſucceſſion in taith,is not a ſuffici- 
ent confirmation, orauchenticall note of 
a irue Church. For atC6ltantinople there 
hath bin an interrupted tucceſhon of Bi- 
ſhops til this day. And yert.the Papiſts wil 
deny that ro bee any. part of Chriſt his 
Church, becauſc ig texcineth not the rue 
faith of Chriſt. | 
11 Burbecauſcthere is ſuch adoe a 
bout the ſucceeding of Peter, and-it is 
made a matterof ſo great importanee;/ir 
is neccflary to bce proved, that the Bi- 
ſhops of Rome bee Peters ſucceſſors; 
Which how poſhbly Papiſis. can,;per+ 
forme, I cannot ſec; {yh there-is ſucha 
diſogreemens about his {u Ppoledi IMMCcs 
diate 
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diate ſucceſſor;the Decrees' affirming Ole 
ment, and writers of good regard,(as Ire- 
mew and other) placing Linu next after 
Peter. 

12 That this doubt whether the Bi- 
Dus of Rome be Petersſucceſſors, may 
be putout ofall doubr, the Papiſis muſt 
neceflarily proue foure things. 1.That Pe< | 
ter was at Roine, 2. That he ſate Biſhop 
there 25. yeeres. 3. Thathe was vniuerſal 
Biſhop. And 4. That his wiiterfal autho- 
ricie was ſufficiently conveyed ouer to all 
that ſhould lawfully ſucceed him inthar 
See, In apy of which if they faile, the 
Popes aurhotity fallerh to the ground; 
For if Petex were neuer at Romeg/hoW 
couldhe beBiſhopthere ? If not Biſhop 
at al},how mivelfali Biſhop?If be had ho 
ſuch authority himſelfe, how could ir be 
conueyed-ouer to his pretended ſuccel: 
lors? And ifithere werenot ſufficient cort- 
veyance, how fruſtrate 'is the "Popes 
claime ? But thatthere be ſuch doubrs in 
eucry of theſe points, asthePapiſts can- 
not cleerely' refoluc, confider well the 
fourenext articles. 

13 None! doth ſimply deny, burthae 


Peter 
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Peter might hauec been at Rome, as a paſ- 
ſenger;or for ſome ſhort abode, although 
ſo much be not manifeſt: But that he fate 
Biſhop there, and that ſo many yeeres, is 
_ alcogether valikely,For itnor very likely, 
that Pau!ſaluting ſo many by name, as he 
doth in his Epifile ro: the Romans, but 
that hee would make ſome. honorable 
mention of Peter? And wheras fixe of his 
Epiſtles were dated at Rome, Is it net lik. 
ly, but that in ſome of them hee would 
ſpeake of Peter, if he had been there ſo 
long, and in ſuch authoricy,as he doth of 
Timothy, whoſe authoritic was lefle, that 
thereby his cxhortations,and reprouings 
might better preuaile ? To ſay nothing 
that the Scriptures doe not inany place, 
ſignify thatPeter was at Rome: Which(in 
likelihood)ſhoyld have bin-dong, if God 
had ſcene ſucceſſion. of Biſhops at Rome 
from Peter, to be a matter of ſo preatim- 
portance,as yow it is made. 

14 But ſay that he wasat Rome,te will 
helpe the Papiſts nothing, excepe they 
can proue, that hee was alſo Biſhop of 
Rome. Whereof there is ſmall likelihood, 
if wee take this word Biſhop, not in the 
| large 
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large ſenſe, which comprehendeth Apo- 
files, and all Miniſters hauing authoritie; 
bur in the firit ſenſe, which ſignifierh a 
Miniſter intituled to a certaine place, For 
is it likely that Petey deſcended from 'the 
higheſt degree in the Church (of which al 
Apoſtles were) next to Chriſt the head, 


to the inferiour degree of a Biſhop? orls Matth.8. 
it likely that hee who: had authoritie 18. & 28. 
throughout the whole world, as hee was $2930. 


an Apolile, was tled ro a particular 
charge, as he was Biſhop ? 

15 Butthey fay,He was VniuerſallBi- 
ſhop,and therefore his authoriry was nor 
reftreined. They muſt needs ſay ſo, for 
elſe his ſuppoſed being Biſhop 'ar Rome 
will ſtand them in no fead. But'was his 
authoritie 'inlarged hereby? If no, {for 
how could hec have a Jargeriuriſdiftion, 
thi Apoſtolical authority throughourthe 
world? ) whatreaſon then can they piue, 
why he ſhould enioy that Vniuerſall av- - 
thoritie,rather by the name of a Biſhop, 
and that of a particular place, than bythe 
name of an Apoſile ? Againe, Is it not 
ſtrange, that they cannot by any Scrip- 
ture proue this point, fith it is of ſuch 

3 wh conſequence 


A2 
conſequence with then, as that it binderh 
their conſciences to the Sec of Rome> 
Nay ratherthe Scriptures ſhew the con- 
traric, For it is recorded in holy Writ, 

Gal.7,%, That the Apolileſhip of the circumciſion 
(that is, of the Jewes) was committed to 
Peter, and the Apoſileſhip of the vncir- 
cumciſton (that is, of che Gentiles, ſuch 
were the Romans) was committed ro 

rom.15.20, Part. Againe, Is ithkely, that Pan! who 
inforced himſcifeto preach the Goſpell, 
not where Chiift was named, left hee 
ſhould haue built on another mans foun- 
dation, would {o intrude himſelfe inta 
Peters office, as to meddle with the af- 
faires of ſo many Churches as he doth, 
(and that with all authoririe). in his Epi- 
itlerothe Romans, and.other his Epitiles 
from Rome,and al this, without any men=- 
Lion of Peter, if Peter had been at Rome, 
and had ſuch an Vniuerſal authoricie?Suk 

' Paxul(asis ſaid Jioyned with himſelfe (for 

T6 the more authorie of ſornc of his Epiſtles ) 

j | Timothy one of iefſe authority than Poter, 

'F PL1.2.20. and writeth to the Philippians, That he 

y had none like minded to Timothy, that 

would faithfully care for their matters, 

Laſtly 


ma ms. 51) Wnt 


43 


Laſtly, Ir is vtterly valikely, That Pasl Gals. 


would have reproued Peter to his face, 
and that openly, for withdrawing him- 
ſelte from the Gentiles, if Peter had had 
ſuch authoritie, as the Papiſts dreameof. 

16 Burt ſyppolſc that Peter was at 
Rome, and had ſuch authoritie, whats 
the Pope better for it, it it were not made 
ouer to Peters ſuccefors, by ſufficient 
conueyance ? Bur in this poynt, which 
chiefely conceines the Pope, the Papiſts 


| ſeeme vrterly to faile. For Gregorie the 
| firſt, reprooued /ohn Bilhop of Conſtants 


tinople for indeuouring to obraine the 
title of Vniuerſail Biſhop, and to haue' 
his Church called the head of all Chur- 
ches,telling him that none of the Biſhops 
of Rome dqurit rake ſuch a title, though 
the Emperours began in Rome, were 
wont to abide there only, and did chen' 
intitle themſclues Emperours of Rome. 
Nay he cold him yet more plainely, That 
wholſocuer aſpired to bee Vniuerſall Bi 
ſhop, was a fore-runner of Antichriſt: 
Whereby ir is cuidentthat in Gregories 
time, there was no knowledge of any 
conueyance of Peters ſuppoſed authority 

E 
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made ouerto the Biſhops of Rome. But 
for al this peremptory iudgement of Gre- 
gory (ſurnamed The Great) within few 
yeeres after(abour anno 607.)Boneface 3+ 
obtained that citle, with much ſuite and 
biibery, of Phocas an adulterer, and mur- 
therer of his maſter (that Chriſtian Empe- 
rour awritinzs) with his wife and chil- 
dren. But ſucceeding Popes for the credit 


of that dignitie(being belike aſhamed of | 


ſuch an inſticution)pretended to hold the 
fame by y Donation of Conſtantine the firſt 
Chriftian,. Emperour.So that al chis while, 
there was no coucyance of that authority 
from Peter that yer came to light. At laft, 
thePope(being come to the height of his 
pride) thought ir aſcorne to be beholden 
to Conitantimne, or any of them all, and 
therefore laid hold ypon thoſe words of 
Chriſt, Thow art Peter,cc. But what hold 
he hath by them is partly ſhewed before, 
and is further to be conſidered, In that the 
Popes champion (father Belarmine,made 
a Cardinall for his deſerts) doth confeſle, 
that this Vniuerſal Biſhopricke is deſcen- 
ded to the Pope by a conueyance indeed, 
but not of the word, but of tradition. 
Thus 
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Thus you may diſcouerthe ſiidry groſidg 
of an article of the Popifh creed, viz.That 
the Pope hath Apofiolicall authoritie 6» 
ver the whole Church, as he is Peters ſuc- 


. ceſlor. © 


17 Leauing theſe doubrs rouching 
the pretended ſucceffors of Peter, and 
commending them to the aduiſed exa- 
mination of rhe Reader, Iproceed brief- 


| ly ro proue (in more ſpeciall manner)the 


hurch of Rome notro haue been an a 


| Parant member of the Catholike Church, 


euer ſince the Apoſiles time. I ſay Briefe- 
ly.For if I ſhould demonſtrate(as I could) 
the many, & grofle errors of the Church, 


| bothin doctrine and diſcipline ( vnder 


which wordI vnderſtand the adminiſtra- 
tion of the Sacramenrs, andthe Lirurgie) 
and if withall, I ſhould paint out the bloo- 
die tyrannie thereof, in perſccuting the 
children of God, ic would appeare more 
chan manifeſt that it is,and hath binleng 
an apparant member, not of the Catho- 
lique, but ofthe malignant Church : Bae 
then Iſhould be longer cthan'I may, by 
reaſon of neceſſary buſines;or need, con- 
Ederiv» ſo many bookes are —_— - 
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thoſe Arguments, I will therefore only 
propound ſome few things of many con< 
cerning the Pope, whom the Papiits 
makethe head of the Catholike Church. 
So that asa member of a mans body, is 
but dead if icrectiue no life fromthe na- | 
turall head, fo a particular Church is (in 
their opinion) no apparant member of 
the Catholique Church, which is not vn- 
der the iuriſdiction of the Biſhop of 
Rome : From hence it followeth, That if 
the head be dead,the body mult nceds be 
dead :and,itihe Pope be1for,the Church 
of Rome cannot bean apparant member 
of the Catholique Church : But the Pope 
isnor. Ergo. 

18 The Pope is Antichriſt, and hath 
been ſo long, therefore the Church of 
Rome is not,and fora longtime hath not 
been an apparant member of the Catho- 
lique Church : For as his See is the ſear of 
\the whore of Babylon, to wit the Citie 
builded vpon 7. hilles, namely Rome, fo 
hehath the properties of Antichriſt : For 
he ſitteth in the Temple as God, In char- 


2,Thef.3.4 ging the conſcience as ſtrictly with his 


decrces,and traditions,as with the Word 
of 
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of God,from whence che other have no 

warrant, and Inauouching himſelfe to be 

free from error; which is properto God, _._. 
2. Heexalrech himfſelfe aboue all that is Rom. 13.4; 
called God, In eftzeming himſelfe as far 37bef.2.4. 
aboue the Emperour (who muſt hold bis 

Rirrup;& onwhote necke he'muſt rread) 

as the Sunne is above the Moone, and 
therefore hee will tiot bee ſubie& co any 7-13-% 
Magiſtrate, contrary to the exprefle word 

of God. z. Hz is an aduerfary ro Chriſt, 2.Theſſ. 2:4. 
howſocuer he pretend ro be higVicar;bur 
therefore Atitiebrif in dgcy,* ſeeing rhis RR 
word Antichriſt fonifteth For Chriſt; and 
yet Againſt Chrift. I fay an aduetfary,not 
only In teachitig Ioftification by workes, 
to the preiudice'of Chriſts death, for if 
Righteouſnes'bety rhe Law, Chitiit died 
in vaine, | butalfo, In reaching rhat by 
Chritt we are freed from the'pujſtines of 
finne, but not fromthe puniſhmeor ther- 
of; and yer rhe'Popes pardoris, and the 
breaden'God' 8f his owne cteation, can 
do as much good rofoules frying in Pur- 
gatoty, asto all, rhar pay well for them. 
white they live on the carth. 4. He teach- *_ " 
eth ' doctrines of —_— forbidding ro 
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48 
marry, and commiding to abſtaine from 


mcates,which God hath created to bere= 
ceived with thankeſ-giuing,of the which 


belecue and know the truth, Andg. Hee | 


denicrh Chriſto be come in the fle(b, In 
af:rming Chritt his body to be, by tran- 
ſubltatiation,n ſo many places,as where 
Male is laid. As the Anabapriſis hkewiſe 
deny Chriſt to be come in the fleſh, In af- 
firming Chriſt to haue brought his fleſh 
from heaven. 

19 Againe ; Sith the Pope (as ſuppo- 
ſed 1£2d) is of the eflence and forme of 
the Church of Rome, it muſt neceſſarily 
foilow,thatthe Church of Rome hath noe 
been alwates.an appatant member ofthe 
Catholike Church(according tothe ſenſe 
of the Papiſts themſelues)if it can be pro- 
ued,that often, & ſoratimes many ycercs 
rogcther, rhere hath been no aspparant 
Pope : But that is not impoſſible to bee 


proued : For firſt it isro be nored with a | 


memorandum, That by the ſpeciall proui- 
dence of God, Pope loan was delivered 
of achild as ſhe was going ſolemuly on 
proceſſion in the middeft of the open 
ſtreet,and inthe preſence of the people, 
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As if God had ſaid from heauen, Behold 
the Whore of Babylon. Secondly, Ic is 
worthy the obferuation, That Step E's 
and Sergus the third proceeded yorrky\ 
Formoſus, asagainſt-an vnlawfull Pope, 
both raking him our of the graue, ſpite- 
fully diſgradedhim. The former ſummo- 
ning a Councel artired him with the poni= 
tificall robes; plucked them off againe, 
put on Lay-mans apparell, cut off che 
wo fingers of his righr hand, caſt them 
ineo Tiber, buried him in Lay-mens buri- 
all, and difanulled his decrees! The other 
ſer him-in' the Popes chaire'; drew hint 
thence againe, cut off his head andthe 'o- 
ther three fingers; hurled body and al in- 
to che riuer, & trecondemnied F/ his ates, 
 ſothatit wasneedfulto adinir them new 
to orders, whom hee had made Prieſts; 
Thirdly, Tris not to be negleRted as nor 
worth the reading, That fixe Popes (viz. 
Clement 5.lohn 2:2 .Benedit t2.Clement 6. 
Innocent 6. and Vrban 5. ) their See was 
70. yeers together at Auignion in Frazce, 

Where Popes werecleQted,liued, and di- 

ed,ſorthar ſome of them neuer ſaw Rome. 

This I ſay isnotto bee neglected. For if 
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teh the Patriarch of .Conſtitinople clat- 
med the title of Vniucrlal Biſhop, becauſe 

the Emperours; had then their feat there, 
howſocuer they then bareche title of Em. 
crours of Rome. It Peter-were therefore 
theBiſhopof Rome, becauſe, he had his 
ſear there, andthere died, as Papiſts doe 
ſuppole,and It by the holy daies for Pe- 
ters chaire at Antioch;and. Rome, Papiſts 
ſhew their iudgement co be, Thati it is of 
he eſſence of s Biſhop to fit in the See; 
hercot hee hath the title, for otherwiſe 
oh neednot make ſuch adoe, to proue 
thar Peter was at Rome, ſeeing i it were 
ſufficient ro proue (1fthey could) that he 
accepted tac title, then thoſe '6. Popes, 
howſocuer they were in title Biſhops of 
Rome, yet intruth they were Biſhops of 
Auignion,and therefore no apparant ſucs 
ccliors of Peter, and therefore no appar 
rant heads of the Church, and therefore 
for 70, yeciesthe Church ot Rome was 
not an apparant member of the Cathoe 
like Church,according tothe ſenſe of the 
Papiſts rnemfeſues, Fourthly, O»uphrims 
(a Popiſh writer) tellech of 3 ©. Schiſines 
1n the Church of Rome. Of ich the 29% 
laſted 
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lafted 5 o. yeeres together, Wherin there 
were ſometimes trvo Popes together;and 
ſometimes three. All whichchree were r6- 
moued by the Councel of ConfFance.Cm 
any ſay, that all this while there was ah 
apparant head? If nor, ir mufineceffarity 
follow, Thatthe Church of Rome harh 
not been euer fince the Apoſtles timean 
apparant member of the! Ctholique 
Church, according to the4cufcofthe Par 
pifts themſelucs. [201 


20 Laſtly, As whentho eye is darke, Maith.6.2 


the whole body mult needs bedarke:So, 
if the head,viz. the Pope, beſocorrapr,os 
that it cannot be percciuedeof be' an ape 
parit member of the Cathohke Chureh, 
how can the Caurch of Rome, whoic be 
ing is altogether in that head,be an app#- 
rant memberWar moRt of the'Popes have 
been ſuch : Ergo:For howſoeuer that cav- 
not be verified of al the Popes, which was 
ſaid of Bavifavce 8.commonly.called A di- 
ucll incarnat, That he emteredlike a Fox, 
raigned tike'a Lyon, and died likea Dog, 
yet ſomeofthem entered'by Toniurary. 
on ;;orthe divels helpe as SrlueFer 2.2nd 
Gregory 7«4uft called Hildebrand, or The 
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brand of Hell,: Some by harlots,as Chri. 
ſtopher 1,-2nd {obs 11, Some: by poyſo- 
ning their predeceſſors, as Damaſus,who 
alſo did drinke of the tame cup; and the 
Jaid Hildebrand,viho (belides his Coniu- 


ration) made; way to the Popedome by 


poyloning hxe of his .predeccfſors ; and 
many by Simony or Violence. Were they 
apparant members of the Catholique 
Church,when they were Popes?Nay ſun- 
dry of them were heretiques. As Liber 


. Was an Arrian: Herorim 1, a Monothclite: 


Anaifaſins a Neſtorian : /obs 2 2. denicd 
the Life to come, any the reſurrection of 
the body, and this was laid ro his charge 
when he was depoſed by the Counccllof 
Conftance: and Engenins 4. was condern- 
ned and depoſed as an heretique inthe 


Councell of Baſ/. As for their Liues, In re-| 
Jpect of all, x is no lefie truly, than com-| 


monly f:id of Gregory 1. That he was the 
worſt Biſhop, but beſt Pope of Rome.Bur 
ſome of them Plarina(no Proteftant Jeal- 
led Beaſts, and Monſtcrs, and'of Jobn 1 2. 


Cardinall T errecremata wiiteth thus: Be-| 


cauſe the life of this Pope was deteſtable, 
therefore Chiift himſelf gaue our the ſen- 
| tence 
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rence of condemnation. For while he was 
abuſing a certaine mans wife, the divell 
ftroke him ſodainly,and ſo he died with- 
out repentance. To ſer downe'in particu- 
larthe monſtrous offeces of moti Popes, 
is too large and roo filthy a field for me to 
walke in;[ will therefore (hut vp with the 
words of Genebrard (a Popifh Chroni- 
cler) who writeth thus ; Forthe ſpace al- 
moſt of teuen-ſcore yeeres,andren, froin 
Iohn 8. to Leo 9. about fiftie Popes did 
reuolt wholy fro the vertue of their aun- 
ceſtors,and were Apoſtaricall rather than 
Apoſtolica!}, Yea ſome did ger itito the 
See, by force or bribery ; Wherefore it is 
no maruel}, if they were-monftrous, fith 
they entered in;not by the dore, burby a 
poflerne gate. 

To conclude, !fthe Church of Rome 
be not the Catholique Church, becauſe ic 
is confined, vifible, & failerhin the faich, 
without which faith, perſonalt ſuccefſion 
is of no validitie; Ifit have no'promitec of 
perpetuity, the words of Chriſtro Peter 
ot ſcruing the turne; andtherefore may 
be ouercome as well as the Church of I{- 


racl, whereunto the promiſes did apper- 
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tainc. If Papiſts cannotprovue, that Peter 
was at Rome; nor that hee was Biſhop 
there, nor that he was Vaiuerſall Biſhop, 
nor thathis authority wastufhciently c@- 
peyed ouertothe Biſhops of Rome,vpon 
Which ſucceflion Randech the being of 
that Church, If the Pope, (vpon whom as 
their head the Ch ach ot Rome depen- ? 
det) be Antichriſt, and ſundry times,yea 
Many yeeres rogerh er, there hach bin ne 
apparant Pope at 2!!, and moſt Popes 
haue becn po apparaint members ot ine 
Catholixe Church, becauſe of their here 
{cs or monſtrous lives, it tolloweth eui- 
cently, taatthe- Church of Rome is not 
tac Catbolique Church, neither hach biu 
2n apparant member of the ſame, cucr 
fhnce the Apoliles time, And theretore ic 
5 ioDc wongexcd wat any Chriltan man 
or woman, ſhould bee to fimple, as 
to hang their feluxion vpon fuch | 
a Synaggeue, as out of which, 
God from heauen. bigdeth 
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PRIESTS ARE EXECY- 
red, not for Religion, bur for 
Treaſon, 


TI kTioass ro bee denies. that 
al. Pricſtsarc execeted foref- 
firming the Popes Primacie, 
andrceconcling tothe pre- 
_——e—_—_—* cndcd Church of Rome, 
&c,wbich are points of their ſuppoſed re- 


ligion : But yer they are not executed for 


theſe (orlike) poiats or parrs as they be 
relipious, bur 2s thacy bee trayrerous, or 
dangerous to the Scate, in ciuill conſide- 
ration. 

x1 For, if Prieſts were extccraiend for 
th:(e,or like poynts, as they bereligious, 
then the Church would proceeil againſt 
them in Ecclefiaſticall maner, before the 
ſecular powerexecure ciuill puniſhment. 
As againſt Auabaprtiſtes,and other in this 
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Queenes raigne,hath bene performed.So 
that Prieſts cheir caſe differeth from Hac- 
kers only Secundum magis & minus , the 
one being more dangerous in ciuil conſt- 
deration then the other, 

2 Secondly, they ſhould be executed 
as wel for afhrming the Popes primacy 
and reconctling,&c.(as Story for his miſ- 
demeanure, though) beyond ſeas. For 
ſuch affirming the primacie and reconci- 
ling, &c. are as damnable in religious 
conſideration on one fide of the ſeas, as 
on the other, but not ſo dangerons to our 
Nate in ciuill conſideration. 


2 Thirdly, they ſhould be executed as 


- well for other points of popery:as giuing 


the glory of the Creator (to wit prayer 


and praiſe )to creatures, Angels, Saints, | 
Rockes, and ones, &c. being no lefle | 


damnablerhen ſuch affirming the Popes 
primacy and reconciling, &c. in religions 
conſideration, but not fo dangerous to 
the ſtate in ciuill con{ideration. As may 
appeare by a like caſe propounded. 

It Anabaprifites, denying mage/tracy, 
and that Chriſt tooke fleſh of the Virgin 
Mary ſhould ſwmarme in England, w_ if 
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Magiſtrates ſhould puniſh in a moreciuil 
manner of proceeding , inort the later 
(chough no lefſe damnable,as it is religi- 
ous) but che former, being more dange- 
rous7to the ſtatejn ciuill conftderation, 
who: would ſay, that Anabaptiftes did 
ſuffer for religion, and nor for treaſon or 
felony? | 

4. Thar affirming the Popes primacy 
and reconciling) &c.may appeare dirc&- 
ly cobe dangerovs to the Rate jn cinill 
conſideration, and therefore rrayterous; It 
is tobe knowne & conſidered, that Po 
Pius Quintus (by his: bull declaratory) 
pronounced our gractous and Chriſtian 
Queene a» hereriche,and excominunica- 
red all ſuch as yeeld obedience ro her. If 
then the Popes authority be perſwaded 
as 2 matter of conſcience, & it by reconci- 
liation her Maiefties ſubic&ts become vo- 
wed members of ſuch an head as is her 
capirall enemy , we may be affured that 
ſo many as are ſo perſwaded and recon- 
ciled,are prepared to obey the Pope, and 
diſobey the Prince. Is northen ſuch affir- 
ming the Popes primacy and reconci. 
ling,&c. dangerous tothe tare, inciuill 
COlt- 
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confideration,and therefore trayterous?; 

5 Inthat ſay (prepared )it is yet fur- 
ther to be knowne aud contidered.1 that 
whereas the Northerne Earles hadill ſuc- 
ceſſc in exccuting the ſaid Bull, other de- 
uiſes were fruſtrated, and the hope of Pa- 
piſts cheir preſent prevailing much failed | 
Parſons and Campian { Engliſh Prieſts) | 
being to come inco Eagland to vrge.the | 
ſayd Bull, and doubcing that ( in the ri- 
gour thereof ) it would not be readily 
obcyed, did craue and obtaine of Pope 
Gregory the thirteenth, this. expoſition 
more plauſible to Papilts, bur more dan- 
gerous tothe ſtate ; That the ſaid Bull may 
alway bind the Oueene and beretiques : but 
Cathelikes(that is Papiſts )in no ſorr things 
ſtanding as they do,but then only when there 
may be pablthe execution thereof. 

6 Pnilopater alouer of his country (as 
he pretendeth by that fained name )no 
Engliſhman ( if ye will belecue him ) yer 
Fer An ot the Engliſh nation (as he 
faith himſclfe)in a poyſonfull and trayte- 
rous booke, often printed in diucrs pla- 
ces beyond the ſeas ({uch liking find ſuch 
books with ſuch ſubjects as Papiſts be) 
granteth 


F9 


feth that Priefts are ſene, with au- SelZ.2. 


thority from che Pope,to pardoti;excom- 
mwnicate,reconcile;and reach (according 
tothe Bull expounded) that ſubiets are 
not-to obey the Queene in ſpiritual mar - 


ters, but in ciuill,"and ther for the preſent 


ftate of things. - 


7 What is implied in'this laſtclauſe, 
Pinclopater himſetfe diſcouereth when he 
faith,” that it'is''agreed among” diners 
Lawyersand fehoolemen, that if aPrince 
fate from the Romane faith, andende- 
uourto withdraw other, ſubieAs may and 
o»gbt oppoſe themſclues;& depoſe their 
Puinces,ifthey bam force. Which proviſo, 
he'inculcatethand vigeth with'this rea- 
ſon: Laſt religion frond 'be indamaced, 
and.aduanced attempts not prewitiling. 

'$ The ſame Philoparer doth Peremp- 
rorily pronounceas tyrannicall, this que- 
ion moved co Priefts , fugitines; recu- 
ſanrs,and ſuch like: If the Pope, or other in 
his bebalfe and cauſe of religion," ſhould in- 
wade the land, what part would you take, the 
Popes or the Princes?Hig reaſon of miſlike 
is, becauſe 4 right Papiſt cannot anſwere 
freely therennto, without offence td" God or 
'; 7 | Ceſar. 
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Ceſar. As if God were offended, if Czfar 
defended again(tthe Pope. | 

By which expoſition of the bull, do» 
Arine of the Prieſis,and mitlike of a ques 
{tion ſo neceflary.itdathclearely appeare 
that the end of :fhiming; the Popes prt- 
macy and reconciling, &c. is to prepare 
her Maicſties/ ſubiects to be ready (vpon 
painc, of 'excommunication } to-;1ayne 
with ſuch forces as ſhall. be imploiet a+ 
gainft our Queene and Rate, in a preten= 


©£4%S%% 
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thereforetrayterous?' ;, , R 

9 Let the ates and effets of ſuch 
teachers and ſchollers be obſerued, and 
the truth of this aſſertien-will be ſo cui- 
dent,as that.nothing can be more. mant-. 
feli.Toler pafle their broad ſpeeches, whe 
and where: they dare ::their concealing 
2nd abctiing traycors,and trayterous de- 
Henes, as they may (poſſibly ) without 
davger,theirrcioycing.ae; and ſpreading 
abroad newes, importing ſucceſle to the 


Pope, though-dangerto-the Prince, &c.. 


To omit (lay, theſe and-many ſuch ar- 


gumentgofthcir trayterous affetion,gthe 
ſhamefull | 
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fhamefull practiſes of many, bewray the 
Popiſh preparation of moſt, if opportu- 
nitie once terue. Many haue been the con= 
ſpiracies againſt her Maieſties perſon, te 
take away her lite, But O Lord bawe mercy 
upon vs,t 0 preſerue her. Many haue binthe 
treaſons againlt che Land to deſtroy its 
But O holy ane of 1ſrael defend thy thine 1n- 
berit ance. Who have bin the authors and 


| agtors of all theſe-tragicall attempts, bur 


ſuch teachers and {chollers > Whar were 
the Rebels inthe North? And werethey 


| not. pcouoked to- rebellion by Nicholas 


Morton Pricſi, fent from Pope:Pixe, re 
vrge the execution of his bil]: Whar were 
the Rebels in Ireland ? And/was not Nie 
chalus Sanders a Tudas (that is) aleaderts 
the Popes army; that eame in pretenceta 
relicue them? Parry and Sonmericile went 
about to.murther her Maieftie. The one 


| was encouraged in his divelliſh- enter- 
{ priſe,by Cardiaall Como, in the name of 


the Pope : and ſhall we thinke thar the 0» 


ther wanted the holy counſell of Haftthe , 
Prielt arraigned 2 Babington andbiscom- ; , 


plices, conſpiredagaintt Prince & coure 
try. Was not Ballard Prickt a chiefe _ 
lor 
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fellortrothem ? and did not Bo## a Prieſt 
keepe counſell {at leaft Yas he lately con- 
fefled ? If then Teachers and Schollers, 
Priefts and PapiRts, concurre in ſeeking 
and following alt opportunities to ſub- 
uert ourScare, can any other end be ima- 
gined of Prietts,their perfwading,andre- 
conGling, bur to preparethcir Schollers 
to toyne together againſt Prince 'and 
country, when force ſhall -anſwere theip 
affetion? | 
To That the 'mulrithde ef reſolued 
Papifts, be thus poyſoned and prepared; 
ler chis be your laſt confideration for this 
time,and thotthe leaftiat any time. Thatas 
the King of Athur purpeſing to befiege 
:.Chr82.32. Hicrofalem, ſent from” Laci) Rabſhaketh 
*. 12.13. and others, to weaken the hands of the 
people, by Gi{gracing their King Heze- 
cbiab, zs one without religion,in that he 
had rakenaway Altars, and defaced high 
places; 2nd by aduancivg Sereberib, as 
one thar prenailed again{tall Gods: So 
theſe Loculis, which haue faces of men, 
and hare of women, bur the Rings of 
ions in their tailes, ro wit, Prieſts, 
who pretend atEder care of ſauing ſoules 
in 
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63 bY: 
in the beginning, bur intend a cruell de- 
firuction of Life and Land in the end, are 
ſent into this Realme by their King = 


Angell of the bottormleſſle pir, our of the I/4,7.46 


ſmoke thereof, namely, by the Popein 
his fume,bur without flame I cruſt) before 
inuaſion intended, to weaken the hands, 
and withdraw the hearts of the people, 
from our gracious Queene, by diſgracing 
her Maicftic, as one without religion, in 
that ſhee hath caken away ſacrificing Al- 
rars,and defaced religious houſes; and by 
aduancing their King, as one that preuai- 
leth againſt all Gods, all States, all Reli- 
gions.The like practiſe of ſending Prieſts 
to prepare people againſt the comming 
in of Spaniards, is to bee perceiued in 
Scotland. 

11 What ſuccefſe this deuice hath, is 


| alſoto be conſidered. The Pope is certifi- 
| edbyCardinall eFler, and the King of 


Spaine by Parſo»: the Pricft, that there 
ſhall be found (ready ſecretly within her 
Maieſties dominions)many thouſids ofa- 
ble people,that wil be ready to affift ſuch 
power as ſhall be ſet oft land. Of whoſe 
names they haue deliuered bead-roles, 

E eſpecially 


Sea. 4. 
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eſpecially of ſuch as dwel in port Towneg 
2ndonthe ſea-coaſi, with zflurance that 


Prieſts ſhall continne their reconciled 


» 


eople, in their Jewde confiancy.So hath 
4 Maieftic publiſhes in her Declarati- 
on, Arno 1591. But Philepater denieth it, 
1impudently and barely without any rea« 
ſon. Butit Ballard Piicl ſent ſucha bead- 
role into Spaine, and Throgmerten had 
gathercd the names of popiſh Nobjemen 
and Gentlemen, to the ſame purpoſe: Tt 
may bce (in reaſcn) ſuppoſed, 'that to 
Prieſts intelligence is ſent by Pricfts,what 
{chotlers they have perſwaded and pre» 
pared for Treaſon and Rebellion. 
Toconclude, 1. It the Church proceed 
not "_ Prieſts 1n Ecclefrafticall man- 
ner, before the Sccular power cxecute 
them. 2. If Priefis ſuffer not for affiwing 
the Popes Primacy and reconciling, 8c. 
beyond ſeas. 3. 1f Prielts be not executed 
for other points of Popery, po kc dam- 
nable then theſe, as they bee religious. 
4+ Burifthe Pope by his Pull, bath'vpon 
paine of Excommunication diſcharged 
her Maieſties ſubicgts ef their allegeance. 


5-1f Papifts be diſpenſed with, for obcy- 
ing 
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ivg her Maieflie till rime ſerue to the con= 
trary. 6. 1f Priefts come of purpoſe to re- 
concile and teach according to the Bull 
expounded. 7. If it bee a Catholique do- 
Qrine, that ſubieRs hauing force, ought 
ro depoſe their Prince, maintaining Reli- 
gion centrary to the Church of Rome: = 
and 8.1n that caſe to ioyne with forreigne 
power. 9. If maiſfters and ſchollers haue 
from timeto time attempted to put the 
ſaid Bull in cxecution. 10. If Prieſts bee 
ſent beforc inuaſion to prepare the peo- 

lc: and 11.1f thouſands be notified cuen 
b Prieſts prepared:then it may be auou- 

ched,thar Priefis are not executed for 

affirming the Popes Primacy and 
reconciling,&c. as they bereli- 
gious, bur as they betrayte» 
rous, or dangerous te 
the State in ciuill 
confidera- 
tion. 
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